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REMARKS 

Affirmation of Election 

The Applicant affirms the election made to prosecute the invention of group I, claims 
1-8, without traverse. Claims 9 - 24 are cancelled, but the Applicant reserves the right to 
prosecute these claims through a divisional application under 35 U.S.C. 1.53(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U,S,C, 8 112 

The Examiner has rejected claims 2, 5 and 8 under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claims 2, 5, and 8 have been amended to more 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter that the applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C, S 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-8 under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Gandikota et al. (U.S. Patent No. 2002/0 11 2964) in combination with Reid et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0015321). The Applicant respectfully traverses. The cited references 
do not teach or render obvious all of the elements of the Applicants' claimed invention, either 
individually or in combination. In particular, the cited references fail to teach the element of 
independent claim 1 of: "determining a concentration of a leveler for the low-acid 
electroplating solution based upon the concentration of the conductive metal." Gandikota 
teaches a molar concentration of a metal within a plating solution and a concentration of a 
leveler within the same plating solution, but fails to teach that the concentration of the leveler 
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is based upon the concentration of the metal. Reid also teaches the respective concentrations 
of metal and leveler within a plating solution, but also fails to teach that the concentration of 
the leveler is based upon the concentration of the metal. Furthermore, it would not be 
obvious to combine Reid with Gandikota to teach this element of "determining a 
concentration of a leveler for the low-acid electroplating solution based upon the 
concentration of the conductive metal" because there is no suggestion within either Reid or 
Gandikota that the concentration of the leveler may be determined based upon the 
concentration of the conductive material. Therefore, the Applicants' respectfully submit that 
the cited references, either individually or in combination, fail to teach all of the elements of 
independent claim 1 and the claims that depend upon and incorporate the limitations of 
independent claim 1 . 
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PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 1.136 (a) 

Applicant respectfully petitions pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) for a two month extension 
of time to file this response to the Office Action mailed August 23, 2005. The extended period 
is set to expire on January 23, 2006. A check in the amount of $450.00 is enclosed to cover the 
fee for a two month extension of time. 

If there are any additional charges, please charge Deposit Account No. 02-2666. 



Respectfully submitted. 



BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN 
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